APPROVED: HMeeting No. 38-85

MAYOR AND COUNCIL
ROCKVILLE, MARYLARD
MEETING HO. 3585
June 24, 19485

The Mavor and Council of Rockville, Maryland, convened in executive session
in the City Manager’s Conference Room, Rockville City Hall, Maryland ar Vinson
Street, Rockville, Maryland, on Monday, June 24, 1985, at 6:50 p.m. in order to
consult with legal counsel.

PHESENT
Mayor Viola D, Hovsepian
Counciliman Steve Abrams Councilman Douglas Buntan
Councilman Peter Hartogensis Councilman John Tyner, 11
{arvived at 6:5%5 p.m.)

The Mavor in the Chailr.

There being no further business to come before the Mayor and Council in
executive session, the meeting was adjourned at 7:05 p.m.

Re: General Session

The Mavor and Council of Rockville, Maryland, convened in general session
in the Council Chamber, Rockville Cigy Hall, Maryland av Vinson Strest,
Rockville, Marvliand, on Monday, June 246, 1983, at 7:05 p.m.

PRESENT
Mayor Vigla D. Hovsepian

Councilman Steve Abrans Councilman Douglas Duncan
Councilman Peter Hartogensis Councilman John Tyner, 11

The Mayor in the Chaiv.

In attendance: City Manager Larry Blick; City Attorney Paul Clasgow;

Becretary to the City Clerk Patricia Rager.
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Re: Discussion of
Preliminary Design
Concepts — Westwmont
¥Mr., Kenney addressed the Mavor and Council. He explained that since a
large user was lost for the Westwmont site, his camgaﬁ? now needs to smarket sone
new ideas and is here tonight to run some new ideas past the Mayor and Council
such as the possibility of 8 voad over the dam. This would depend on if they
could get a large user. Another idea is the possibility of a hotel and health
club next to the lake. He told the Mayor and Council that this evening, he is
only looking for some guidance and policy decisions from the Mavor and Council.
He then introduced Mr. George Dickey, from the architectual firm of HOK. With
the help of drawings, Mr. Dickey outlined to the Mayor and Council the
Preliminary Concept Plan for the Westmont Tract. He showed where the lake would
sit and how the hotel and health club would be to the west of the lake, with a
boat landing on the morth side. He explained the "gateway” concept. He showed
the placement of the office buildings along West Ritchie Parkway and Monroe
Street “extended” and how these two roadways would be lined on both sides with
trees in hopes of getting a boulevard effect. He noted that residential
housing would be situated in the northeast corner with the type of housing e
be left up to the developer. There will also be a campus green in the southeast
corner, keeping the buildings to a minimum to please the surrounding neighbor-
hood. The buffer will be kept at 65 feet and more in some other places. He
reviewed the square footage for each area. Mr. Dickey said the central focus of
the project is the hotel and health club and where they will be located. Mr.
Dickey then answered questions from the audience and the Council.
Mr. Kenney told the Council that to go any further would cost a lot of

money on studies, getting a commitment on the club, etc. He said he would like

to know the Mayor and Council's feeling for the 1) proposed hotel and club, 23
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distribution of roadway, heights and parking, and 3) proposed residential area.
He asked the Mayor and ﬁ@§maii*§ preference for housing, either reatal or owner,
and if access is to be from the north or from the south or both.

Councilman Abrams asked 1f it was too early to discuss staging plans. MNr.
Kenney said it probably is because he sees coming back several time po talk
about “the basics” with the Mayor and Council. He said if he had some kind of
guidance from the Mayor and Council he can proceed with the plans. Councilman
Abrams asked if he has given up the idea of a principal tenant or were he able
to find a user would this concept be appealing and attractive. Mr. Kenney said
he has not given up the idea of a large user but there are not that wany.

Lesh Barnett, present in the audience and a member of the Rockville
Planning Commission, noted that a proposal for a hotel has been received from
Forty-One Limited Partnership. She asked if this would impact Mr. Kenney's
proposal. Mr. Kenney said yes it could but noted that he hasg had some interest
from a major hotel. Mr. Boebel, Chairman of the Planning Commission, asked if twe
major hotels would hurt. Mr. Kenney said at this time he does nol know and
further studies would need to be done. He added that the lake will be a big
drawing factor.

Mr. Kenney said it is expected that the residentisl site will be sold to
developers and showed the Mayor and Council several sketches done by ares
developers on how they would develop the land.

Councilman Tyner asked when Mr. Kenney would like to have some kind of
guidance from the Mayor and Council and he asked if staff has apny comment. My .
Owens, Chief Flanner for the City, said that there is not enough information
given for his staff to go on. Mr. Kenney stated that this is only at the policy
tevel and that therve ave still many more details to be covered. Mr. Blick noted
that the staff has found many good aspects vo this plan but they would like more

information. The staff would need 3 to 4 weeks given vacation schedules. Mr.
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Glasgow asked Mr. Kenney if he had filed a concept plan with the City Clerk's
cffice. Mr. Kenney said no and reiterated that he is interested in only getting
a policy statement from the Mayor and Council at this time and that this is not
a detailed plan. A lot more money and time need to be spent. Mrs. Barpett
asked the viability of s hotel on either side of 1-270. <Councilman Tyner asked
if this is & stand-alone hotel and would service this site only and that Mr.
Kenney will need to do a market study. Councilman Tyner also said that the
Council has to take Mr. Kenney's presentation at face value and noted that the
Mayor and Council has not even seen any other propossl for a hotel. Westmont
was here first and it is not what Fortune Park will do but what will Westmont
do. Mr. Blick said these are overriding questions and he will have the staff
try and put together some pros and cons. His second concern Is the residential
area. He reminded the Mayor and Council that they have asked for a work session
on the City's proposed Housing Policy in July and said that maybe at that time
the issues concerning rental or ownership could be discussed. Mayor Hovsepian
said that Mr. Kenney is not here to wait until July and that he needs some kind
of guidance tonight. Councilman Tyner said he needs to see what the market
place will provide. He likes the idea proposed and and he likes the hotel as
long as it is an integral part of the campus scene. He said bhe feels the
residential area should have asccess only from the north. Councilman Duncan
noted that once the access is decided then the type of housing can be
considered. He agrees the access should be from the north. Tt was the
consensus of the Council that the access will be from the north.

Mr. GClasgow addressed the Council and said his understanding from the
discussion tonight is that Mr. Kenney needs to know freom this Council if they

agree with the general concept shown tonight so that a concept plan can be

put together for filing. He suggested that the Mayor and Councll not get over
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critical and do not get too far into discussion tonight. Mr. Kenney again said
that he is just looking for some kind of direction. Mr. Boebel said what Mr.
Kenney has shown tonight does meet the criteria of the Master Plan. He cannot
do anything else but say come back with more information to see it it is viable.
Councilman Tyner expressed concern about the dam being a siogle spill way and
not two as originally proposed. Mr. Kemney sald he has spoken with the original
engineers and will be getting guidance from them. Preliminaries have onky been
done on this. Councilman Abrams said he has some reservations and expressed his
concerns. He said he 1s also rconcerned with the residential area blending in
with this concept. Mr. Kenney said he feels this concept blends in better than
the other concept. Mayor Hovseplan asked the feeling of the Council. Councili-~
man Abrams said he would like 1o know the feeling of the Mayor. Mayor Hovsepian
said she basically likes the idea. She would like to see some combination in
the residential section not all garden apartments or townhouses. She does like
the new layouts proposed for housing. The scenic route from I-270 is move
pleasing. She is not familiar with topography but hears what Councilman Abrams
is saying about the traffic. Overall, she likes the presentation. Councilman
Tyner asked about the number of lanes on Ritchie Parkway around the lake. He
noticed that the turn lane has beeun reduced from two lanes to one. MNr. Kenney
explained that the second lane was not needed. Councilman Tyner sald he would
like to see some documentation when Mr. Kenney returns. He, too, likes the
points Councilman Abrams has raised. Councilman Tyner asked if there was a
price tag on the cost of the units for housing. Mr. Kenney explained that
basically what has been done is his office has contacted several developers.
They were told the size of the property, a little about the surrounding area,
what the market will handle, etc. and this is what they came up with.

Councilman Tyner said he would still like to know the price tag.
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Mayor Hovseplan asked Mr. Kenney if he had gotten enocugh puidance from the
Council this evening. Mr. Kennsy sald he had and thanked the Mayor and Council
for coming sarly to hear the presentation.

Re: City Manaper's Report

Mr. Blick rveported the following:

1. The Montgomery County School Board has released a report on School
Facilitvies in Avea IL. Unpne of the issues discussed in the study concerns the
underutilization of Richard Montgomery High School. UOne of the alternatives in
the report includes the closing either of Woodward or Walter Jobnson high
school. Another alternative 1s adjusting some elementary school boundaries
within the City of Rockville.

The Superintendent would like comments on this report by July 17. He will
then make preliminary recommendations on these issues around August 23. 1o late
October or early November, the Superinrendent will make & final recommendation
to the Board of Education on the Iissues contained in the report. In November,
public hearings will be held by the School Board on the recommendations belng
considered and in December, the Board of Education will make its decisiouns.

Councilman Tyner noted that ceplies of this report have been sent o the
affected schools by the School Board but would like the City Manager to mall a
copy of the report to each school so that the Mayor and Council can be sure they
did receive it. Councilman Abranms sald he has rveviewed this docunent and has
talked with those that will be affected by the proposed changes. He sald the
Mavor and Council’s policy on boundary changes must be veiterated to the School

Board.
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Be: Proclamation: To
Honor Rockwville
Mustang Soccer Tean

Prociamation Ho. 11-85

There being no objection from the Council, Mayor Hovseplan procesded o
jssue Proclamation No. 11-8%5 recognizing the Rockville Mustangs and thelir
coaches for their ﬂhamyi&ﬁgﬁig gseason and wishing them good luck as they
participate in the New England Mid-Atlantic States Regional Qﬁ&m@i@ﬁﬁﬁi? Tourna—
ment in Niagra Falls, New York. Councilman Hartogensis read the proclamation on
behalf of the Mayor and Council. Mayor Hovseplan presented the proclamation to
Coach Owings and wished the boys good luck.

Re: Citizen's Forumw

The Mayor opened the meeting to those citizen's who wished to address the
Mayor and Council.

1. Michael Patterson, Chairman of the Historic District Comminsion. Mr.
Patterson told the Mayor and Council that at the last meeting of the H.D.C. he
was informed by Howard Metro and Charles Rand that they had been given until
June 26, 1985 to cease and desist certain activities or ba removed from thelr
positions as commissioners on the H.D.C. He explained Mr. Rand's position as
having done no wrong and sald that the Ethics Ordinance deprives him of the
right to petition the city for redress of grievance as well as depriving him of
his right to protest any action taken by the City against him. In Mr. Metro's
case a constitutional question has been raised with regard to his right to
privacy and his resentment at having to disclose his financial status to the
world. Mr. Patterson asked that the Mayor and Council take the Ethics Ordinance
back to the drawing board and attempt to revise it so that such ﬁuagtinnable
results as those involving Messrs. Rand and Metro can be avolded in the future.

¥r. Patterson noted that both commissioners have been very wvaluable assets 1o
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rhe Commission and their loss to the commission would be felt strongly. He
again reiterated his reguest for the Mayor and Councyl 1o cvase and desist this

“wholly ipmappropriate treatwent” of HMr. Rand and Mr. Metro. He asked that they
g0 by the letter of the law rather than the spiric of the law.

Mayor Hovseplan noted that the part applying to Mr. Rand has always been in
the Ethics Ordinance bui that the part of having the Historic District
Commission file a Finanical Digclosure statement is a vecent addition. Council-
man Tyner said the Council will be following all the right procedures. He noted
that the council held over 27 hours of work sessions oo the proposed Lthics
Ordinance and that the Council did not hear anything on these specific points
raised from either the commissioners in question or the commission itself. He
repeated Mayor Hovsepian's statement that the one part agaiost Mr. Rand has been
in effect since 1974. Mr. Patterson said his commission did review the
ordinance with those present at the meeting and they did not come up with any
potential problem areas.

2. Richard Resnick, 953 Farn Haven Drive. Mr. Resnick said he would like
to speak to the item mentioned in the City Manager's rveport this evening. He
has reviewed the 57 page report and sees disturbing figures. He sald he does
not understand the statement of "City of Rockville'’s perception”. The North
Farm community understands the City’s position as no redistricting ov changing
of boundaries. He would like that position sent loud and clear to the School
Board since this natter deeply affects the North Farm community. He asked that
the letter bhe sent before July 17.

3. Dick Arkin, 525 Lynch Street. Mr. Arkin addressed the Mayor and
Council concerning the recently adopted FY 86 Budget. He noted that at a recent
U.8. Conference of Mayors meeting concern was expressed regarding the impact of

President Reagan's proposal to discontinue revenue sharing and other federally
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funded programs. He said there is no cause for worry iu Rockville since clity
afficials have carefully avolded any dependency on federsl funds. He said there
are several additions to the budget and CIP that are worth noting such as the
funds being added to update the Master Plan. He said he has been speaking about
this necessity for wvears but addsd that wmove than an update iz needed; a
Q&@grehﬁngi@@ revision is mé&@&é ag well. Other commendable additions o the
%ﬁégég were made for human and social service programs and for the Clty's
advizory commission on education. He noted the funding for highway lmprovements
to the Area 12 plan as well as ilmprovements to the theatre and the Senior
Center., He noted how the tax rate has dropped from 51.23 po only §.88.

4. Robert Jacques. Mr. Jacques sald sald he is concerned about the
arguments he has heard made about the proposed Westwont concept. Though he does
not know about the plamnning 1ssues involved he does koow about the assessment
and taxation part. He sald he wonders if the City should not start considering
the worse case scenario, i.e. what if the project goes bust. He asked what
gusrantee doss the City give {F the hotel project failse. Is the Clity liable and
are there any concesgsions If the City is left holding the bag. It is perception
that hotel and office space seems to be causing an enormous glut. Counciliman
Tyner told Mr. Jacques that the hotel is a private venture and the Clty does not
pay for it. Mr. Jacques sald there is already one City owned hotel. Councilman
Tyner said if a private businessman wants to come In and do the regearch studies
and put up a hotel, that is his own venture. Mr. Jacques said it seems the Cley
has a problem if there are large office bulldings left vacant because the City
loses taxes.

5. Jeryl Gegan, 852 College Parkway. HMNr. Gegan alerted the Mavor and
Council to an unsafe condition that exists at Paulshoro Road and West Ritchie

Parkway. There are a large number of childrea in the Rockshire community that
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must travel to school via West Ritchie P&r&wéyg The only method for them to get
across the street is to dart across. He introduced Christine Albro of 928
Paulsboro Drive. Miss Albre addressed the Council and told first hand how kids
run across the street with cavs traveling 30 to 60 m.p.h. though the speed limitc
is only 3G. The cars do not slow down for the kids but just beep their horn.
She asked the Mavor and Council teo install 2 cross walk. BMr. Gegan sald this is
a reguest that he has heard from others in the Rockshire area. He asked if the
City could paint a cross walk and put up a school crossing sign. He asked that
it be i{nstalled in the summer o that it iz in place when school starts in the
fall.

Councilman Hartogensis sald he had made a suggestion during the budget work
sessions that a light be put up at Creenplace and West Ritchie Parkway but was
told that the traffic situtation does not warrant a light. He asked for the
support of the Council. Councilman Abrams asked Mr. CGoodin If the cross walks
could be painted and if there is time to have it done during the summer.
Counciliman Havtogensis asked if is possible to put a cross walk in at both
places. Mr. Coodin said he would check into this.

6. Steve Fisher., MNr. Pisher reminded the Mayor and Council of the Civice
¥ederation meeting toworrow night at Montgomery College. He noted that the
Mayor has been invited and he hopes for a good turn out of people.

He noted at the intersection of Linceoln and First Street the trees are
covering up the Stop sign. JHe asked that a sign be placed ahead of the Stop
slgn gtatiﬁg “"Stop Sign Ahead”

There being no other citizen wishing to be heard, the Mayor closed the

Citizen's Forum portion of the meeting.
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Introduction of Ordinance:
To grant Map Amendment
Application, M-42-85, J.
Lynott, Jr« Atty., for Wm.
Rickman, requesting the
rezoning of an 11.78 acre
tract on Research Blwd.
from the I-Z, Light
Industrial Zone to the I~
3, Industrial Park Zone

On motion of Councilman Abrams, there was introduced upon the cable an

ordinance to grant Map Amendment Applicstion, M-472-85, requesting the rezoning

of an 11.78 acre tract on Research Blvd. from the I1-Z Lignt Industrial Zone to

the I~3 Industrial Park Zone, said ordinance to lay over at least one week

before final asction is taken.

Re:

Ordinsnce No. 17«83

Introduction and Adoption
of Ordinance: To amend
the Ammual Appropriations
Ordinance to reduce the
tax rate on personal
property to $0.234 on each
4100 assessable wvalue

On motion of Councilman Tyner, there was introduced upon the table, an

ordinance to amend the Annual Appropriations Ordinance to redure the Lax rale on

personal property to $0.234 on each $100 assessable value, said ordinance to lay

over at least one week before adoption.

On motion of Councilman Hartogensis, duly seconded and unanimously @@sgﬁé;

the pﬁﬁiié&ti&ﬁ and layover requirements were waived.

On motion of Councilman Duncan, duly seconded and unanimously passed,

Ordinance No. 17-85, the full text of which can be found in Ordinance Book Ho.

12 of the Mayor and Council, amending the appropriations ordinance was adopted

by the Mayor and Council.

267
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Introduction of Urdinance:
Special Assessment Project
- To levy assesswents for
the widening of South
Bronestreet Avenue from
Baltimore Road o Reading
Avenue, Project 0OLIZY

In the past, as required by the Charter, the City has held a public heaving
prior to commencing the construction of any public work or improvement designa—
ring the locatlon, extent and kind of work ov lmprovement proposed o be done,
the estimated cost of the improvement, the real property which will be specially

benefited there, and the amount proposed ro be sssessed apainst the properties.

At the time of the initisl public hearing, the owners of the properties proposed

o be assessed can testify conceroiog tioe public luprovenent project, including

rhe cmount of the proposaec sssessment.  Upon conclusion of the public hearing,
tie Mayor and Council enacts another ordinance authorizing the public improve-
ments project and upon complerion of the project iteself, snscis o fuviher

ordinance levying assessments against the

During the past two vearg, thres separate lawsulis were filed against the
City challenging special assessments levied in connection with the public
improvenent projecis involving Nonreo ond Flest Streets as well as Lover Road.
The affected property owners complained that the City unever held g public
hearing on the ordinasnce which actually levied a special asgessment on thelr
property, therveby depriving them of an opportunity to comment on the specific
amount of the assessmant to be levied agaiost thenm. Althouph the court in these
cases found in favor of the City and indicated that the City is not required by
law to provide a further public hearving at the time of Jevy of the special
assessment, it did become clear that the better practice for the City would be
to hold a public hearing at the time that s specific sssessment was Lo be levied
by crdinance agsinst property owners in connection with a public improvement

project.
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Therefore, staff recommends that the Mayor and Council introduce the
ordinances levying assessments in conuection with projects OL22 and 4C12 and
direct that & public hearing be held on these two ordinances at the next
available date, and reguest that the City Clerk give written notice of the
public h&ariﬁg on the two ordinances to the owners of the properties proposed to
be assessed. As to project 4D12, since written walvers have been received from
the affected property ownevrs, 20 public hearing would be required in connection
with the assessments to be levied and the ordinance be brought back for adoption
at the Mayor and Council's next meeting.

On motion of Councilman Duncan, there was introduced upon the table an
ordinance to levy assessment for the widening of South Stonestreet Avenue from
Baltimore Road to Reading Avenue, sald ordinance to lay over at least one week
before final action is taken and to be the subject of a public hearing on August
12, 1985.

On motion of Councilman Duncan and Councilman Tyner, duly seconded and
unanimously passed, a public hearing was requested as recommended by staff and
the City Clerk was ianstructed to notify the affected owners, by mail, of the
hearing date.

Re: Imtroduction of
Grdinance: Special
Assessment Froject - To
levy assessments for the
widening of the southside
of Brent Road, frow Calvert
Road to 130 feet east -
Project 4CL12

On motion of Councilman Abrams, there was latroduced u?@a the table, an
ordinance to levy assessments for the widening of the southside of Brent Road,

from Calvert Road to 150 feet east, said ordinance to lay over at least one week

before final action is taken.
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On motion of Councilman Abrams and Councilman Duncan, a public hearing was
regquested as recommended by staff and the City Clerk was ipsitructed to notify
all affected property owners, by mail, of the August 12 date of the hearing.

Re: Introduction of Ordinance:
Special Assessment Project
= To levy assessments -
Driveway Aprons - wavriocus
locarions. Project 4D12

On motion of Councilman Abrams, there was infroduced upon the table an
ordinance levying assessments for driveway aprons at various locations. Saild
ordinance to lay over at least one week before final action is taken.

It was noted that since written walvers have been received from the
affected property owners, a public hearing is not needed.

Re: Award of Contract: Bid
No. 79-85, Orchard Ridge
Phage 111 - Water & Sewer

Bids were opened on Tuesday, May 21, 1985, in the Mayor and Council
Chamber, covering the copstruction of water and sewer maling and house services
to serve ninety-six (Y6} single family homes in the final of three (3) develop~
ment phases of Orchard Ridge Subdivision. This system was authorized by the
Mayor and Council as a special assessment project on June 4, 1979,

Seventeen (17) contract documents were plcked upon by contractors and

twelve (12) bids were received ag follows:

Nagzario Construction, Co., Inc., Beltsville, MD $280,250.00
Calcon Company, Inc., Gaithersburg, MD $282,632.50
Joseph Canova & Son, Inc., Laurel, MD $293,002.50
Rapp Contracting, Inc., Beltsville, MD §301,988.00
C. Marinucei Company, Inc., Bethesda, MD $305,041.,50
DiMeglio Construction Co., Belrsville, MD §317,757 .50
W. F. Wilson & Bons, Inc., Ellicort City, MD $338,132.50
R. J. §. Contractors, Inc., New Market, MD $340,772.50
Deneau Congtruction, Inc., Gaithersburg, MD §348,790.00
Richard F. Kline, Inc., Frederick, MD $370,376.55
Marvaco, Inc., Fairmont Heights, MD §469,701.00
A. J. Ellis Construction Co., Inc., College Park, MD $502,432.00
Engineer's Estimate $317,720.00
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4 small portion of this bid will be funded from the Miscellaneous Water
Interconnect Projeet, 6H33. This work is belng accomplished at this time in
coordination with the Orchard Ridge System to accommodate the futuve widening of
Oreat Falls Road. Additional water system adjustments will be needed at the
time of the Falls Road Interchange construction contract and will also be Funded
from the Miscellaseous Water Intercounnect Project, 6HI3.

The prices proposed by the low bidder, Nazario Comstruction Company, Iug.,
are reasonable. The contractor is experienced and is presently performing
similar work for the City in 40 adjacent section of the Falls Ridge Bubdivision
in a gatisfaﬂtcry manner. Thevefore, staff recommends award to the low bidder,
Hazario Conmstruction Co., Inc., in the amount of their low bid of 8280,250.00.

Opn motion of Councilman Abrams, duly seconded and unanlmously passed, Bid
No. 79-85 for Orchard Ridge Phase I11 Water and Sewer System was awarded to the
low bidder, Nazaric Construction Co., Inc., In the amount of S280,250,00.

Re: Approval of Walver of Un~
site SWHM - 726 Cary
Avenus, West Hal Pores

This site is located about 2,000 feet south of the Anderson Fark 5V
facility snd abour 2,000 feet west of the Welsh Park SWM facility in the Vants
Branch Draloage arvs.

Roth of these facilitics will roguc OIS E S A R VR

e
o
o
o
-
-
«
"

stream can accommodais fhe relafively minor increase generated by the proposud
development of a single family home on this lot.

While on~site SWM could be provided In the form of underground gravel
chambers, such chambers would require removal of existing trees, would require
recorded easements and maintenance agreements, and would require the City to
make periodic inspections to assure performance, plus attendant enforcement

including legal action if necessary to assure adequate functioning.
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Because of the problems, it has been the City's policy not to gﬁguiée
individual lots to provide on~site SWM especially where compensating SWM
facilities exist and where adequate storm dralms exist ~ such as the case at 726
Carr Avenue.

Tt is staff's recommendation that the on-site SWM requirements for this lot
be waived and that the City accept a contribution of $504.25 (0.25 acres ¢
42,0173,

On motion of Councilman Hartogensis, duly seconded and unanimously passed,
on-site SWM requirements for 726 Carr Avenue were walved and a contribution of
4504.25 was accepted.

Re: Approval of Waiver of On-
site SWM - 401 Hungerford
Drive

This site located at 401 Hungerford Drive is just north of the intersection
of Beall Avenue and Hungerford Drive and is in the Rock Creek drainage area.

The Engineer had planned and designed on-site SWM in the form of porous pave-
ment, one of the State’'s highly preferred methods, however the Geotechnical
study by Woodward-Clyde consultants reveals that the ground water table
encroaches into the planned SWM reservoir by about one foot. State gspecifica-
tions require a two-foot separation between the bottom of a SWM reservoir and
the top of the ground water table in order to reduce contamination of the ground
water supply.

Since it is not feasible to provide this type of SWM on this site and since
there are compensating SWM facilities in Maryvale Park a waiver of on~site S5WH
reguirements is being sought.

Staff has been concerned with recent waiver requests because of new
developments and requirements that could severely affect the contribution rates.
Until recently, the acquisition costs of regional sites were nominal, guite

often they were dedicated and only recording fees were incurred. In addition,
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the State is placing much emphasis on water quality which involves measures and
gystems that will cost more to constvuct and o maintain, also the Clty expects
cercain amenities to be included on public-8WM facilities.

Until staff has a rvecord and until such costs can be wmore accurately known,
it is estimated these additional costs will be 66%Z. This would increase the
existing $12,000 per acre base rate to $20,000.

The applicant is aware that an increase is being consldered and so as not
to hold up construction of his bullding has sent a letter to the City stating
three options he would consider so that construction of his bullding is not held
ups

The cost of a less desireable underground on-site SWM system is estimated
at $50,000 and until the City grants the request, staff would require and hold a
bond for that amount.

The contribution at the present base vate of $12,000 for 1.64 acres would
be $19,680. The balance, should the Mayor and Council concur with rhe 520,000
base rate, would be an additional $13,120 giving a total of $32,800.

Considering the circumstances staff suggest that the developer be allowed
to begin construction on the building as per the conditions in his letter.

Sraff's recommendation is that the Mayor and Council grant the on-site
waiver request and accept a contribution in twoe parts: 519,680 now {1.064 zcres
@ $12,000), and an additional $13,120 (1.64 acres @ 520,000 less the $19,680
paid) when the new rate is established.

On motion of Councilman Abrams, duly seconded and unanimously passed,
approval was given for waiver of on-site storm water management for 401

Hungerford Drive as recommended by staff.
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Re: Discussion of County
Executive's Homination of
Montgomery County
Courthouse Historic
District to the National
Hegister.

Montgomery County Government in consultation with Peerless Rockville has
nominated for national register status the Montgomery County Courthouse Historic
District. Staff has reviewsed this nomination and concurs with the findings
contained in the completed national register review nomination subject 1o the
following exception.

Staff helleves the national register nomination should be coincident with
the existing zoned historic district boundaries. This would exclude the First
National Bank which is not within an existing historic district. The property
surrounding the First National Bank will be subject to intensive development
associated with the courthouse square project. This development is the
cornerstone of the Town Center revitalization effort. 8Staff is concerned that
the national register nomination could possibly interfere with the timing of the
construction of the hotel and office complex. The developers and the City have
agreed that the First Natlonal Bank will remain as it is. However, the Hadld
Group is negotiating to purchase portions of the rear lot of First National Bank
as part of its development program.

S0 as not to frustrate the efforts of the developer or to create delays in
the project, the staff does not recommend the inclusion of First National Bank
in this nominatrion st this time.

The Historic Districr Commission wunanimously voted to endorse the
Montgomery County Historic District nomination to the National Register of
Historic places with the condition that the nomination be amended to ilnclude

only the "footprint™ and south street frontage of the First National Bank at #4

Courthouse Square. TIn effect, this establishes a northern boundary for the
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district at the rear of the First National Bank building and removes the
undeveloped lot behind the bank that contains no historic resources.

Mr. Blick explained to the Councill that discussions have taken place about
adding First National Bank to the register if it would not impede the building
of the hotel. Tt was agreed that Just the bullding and not the extra propertiy
of the bank is to be placed in the register.

Counciliman Duncan asked if the nomination has been amended to include this.
Mr. Horne said Peerless Rockville will handle this. Councilman Tyner asked if
any thought had been given to coinciding this with the City's own historic
district. Mr. Blick it iz the recommendation of the staff pot to change the
boundaries of the City's Historic District. Councilman Hartogensis asked if
this would impede the City from putting in underground parking. Mr. Blick said
it would not.

T+ was the consensus of the Council to go with the ameonded plan.

Re: Introduction of Ordinance:
To amend Chapter 10 of the
Laws of Rockville entitled
Property HMaintenance Code
o allow property viola-
tions to be corrected by
the City and the costs to
be assessed in the sanme
MANNET 88 Properiy taxes.

On motion of Councilman Abrams, there was introduced upon the table an
Ordinance to amend Chapter 10 of the Laws of Rockville entitled Property
Maintenance Code, allowing property viclations to be corrected by the City and
the costs to be assessed in the same manner as property tazes, sald ordinance to
lay over at least one week before final action is taken.

Re: Review and Approval of
Preliminary Design of
Courthouse Hquare

Development

On June 3, 1985, the Hadid Investwent Group and its architects presented
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to the Mayor and Council, the Planniosg Commission and the Historic District
ﬁgmmigﬁinn a description and explanation of its proposed hotel and office
development on the Courthouse Sguare parcel. At that time a number of comments
and/or suggestions were made by the reviewing bodies to be considered for
inclusfon in the final design.

Since the June 3 meeting the Architectural firm of Clark Tribble Harris and
Li has studied the suggestions and has incorporated many of them into & revissed
design. A review of some of these changes was made by the staff on June 10.

Representatives of Hadid and their architects present at the meeting showed
the Mayor and Council the revised design for the Courthouse Square development
and are seeking Mayor and Council approval of the design so that they can
continue their design efforts in order to meet the September 1, 1985
construction date.

On motion of Councilman Abrams, duly seconded and unanimously passed, the
revised design for Courthouse Square development was approved by the Mayor and
Council. Councilman Tyner reminded the developers of the September 1 deadline
in which they would have to have begun construction of the hotel.

Re: Approval of Holiday lun as
franchisor in Town Center Project

Section 5 of the First Amendment to the Amended and Restated Disposition
and Development Agreement with New Rockville Town Center Partners provides thats

“The City's prior approval of the franchisor
for the hotel to be constructed on Parcels H-1
and H-2 shall be required; provided, however,
that if the franchisor sslected by the
Developer Is Hilton, Hyatt, Marriott,
Radisson, Sheraton, Stouffer or Westln, the
proper approval of the City shall not be
required; .’

Hadid Investment Group, Inc., which has the controlling interest in New

Rockville Town Center Partners has selected MARDECK Ltd. to be the operator for
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the Courthouse Sguare Hovel., 1t has also made application fo Holiday Inns for a
franchise for the subject hotel.

Since Holidavs Tons is not oneg of the firms specifically approved in the
agreement, a regquest bas been made by the developer that the City approve
Holiday Inns as the franchisor for the Courthouse Square Hotel. That request is
made in accordance with the revised Section 3.01 {1} of the agreement 4s
provided for in Sectlon 5 of the First Amendment.

The operators selected by the developer have a proven vecord as owners and
operators of Holiday Inns. The facility proposed by the developer meets the
goals of the Town Center Plan. It is also consistent with the type of facility
consistently recommended by the various hotel consultants which have studied the
Courthouse Square site hotel potential during the past five vears.

1t is thersfore recommended fhat the Mayor and Council approve Holiday Innsg
as the franchisor for the hotel to be constructed on Parcels H-1 and H~Z as
stipulated in the First Amendment to the Revised and Restated Agreement.

Councilman Abrams asked where the developers stand with Holiday Inns. Mr.
White said that an application has been filed for a franchise. He explained
rhat there is a 45-day waiting period before the Holiday Inn Bosrd and they are
scheduled to go before them the last week in July. He said he sees no problep.

Councilman Abrams wmoved, duly seconded and unanimously passed, that
approval be given to Heoliday Inng to be the franchisor for the hotel to be
constructed on Parcels H-1 and H-2 and that this approval is only to this
developer and buillder and not an amendment to the agreement.

Re: Award of Contract to
Fartners for Livable
Places for assistance in
developing Rockville Pike
Haster Plan
It is rhe intention of the Planning PDepartment to obizin the sexvices of

Partner: for Liveable Places as part of the City's Corvidor Action Planning
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process in order to foster a mechanism designed to involve the business,
residential and municipal sectors of the community in the planning process for
Rockville Pike. In order to involve the neighborhood coalitions as well as the
Planning Advisory Committee, the City needs to provide these groups with
rechnical knowledge and experiise needed for the groups Lo suggest programs,
strategies, and options for the Pike. In this vegard, the Partners for Livable
Places would assist the Planning Advisory Committee in determining the various
comprehensive development schemes available to the City. In addition, the
Partners would organize and lead participatory workshops te assist the
coalitions in defining current and future expectations.

The proposal provided by Partners for Liveable Places is divided into two
phases. Phase I is the development of profile options in conjunction with the
Planning Advisory Committee. The total cost of Phase 1 is 56,348.00. Phase 11
involves an analysis through neighborhood cealition workshops of the optiocns
outlined in Phase I leading to proposed strategies and plans for comsideratrion
by the Mayor and Council. The total cost of Phase 11 is $17,372.00. Phase II
will be opticnal subject to review and approval by the City Manager of the
options outlined in Phase 1.

Staff recommends that Partners of Livable Places be awarded a contract in
the amount of $6,348.00 for assistance to the Planning Advisory Committee in the
development of profile options for the Rockville Pike Corridor. In addition, it
is recommended that award be made for an option for a second phase involving the
services of the Partners in organizing and coordinating neighborhood coalition
workshops to analyze the options outlined in the first phase. Exercise the
option for Phase 1I shall take place upon the review and approval by the Civy

Manager of the options outlined in Phase 1.
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Mr. RBlick said he had nothing ro add vo what is in the brief book. He sald
vhat the Clty will use Partners as a broker to find specialists for esach phase.
Mavor Hovseplan asked 4f there was a tiwme schedule. Mr, Blick saild the first
phase basically takes place duving the summer. Councilman Tyner asked if there
was any comment from the Planning Area 9 group or the business group. Mr. Blick
said the Planning Area 9 group is 100Z behind this as is the Plapning
Commission.

Un wotion of Councilman Duncan, duly seconded and unanimously passed, the
contract was awarded to Pavtners for Livable Places as recommended by staff.

Re: Approval of spor voadway
improvements

The Traffic and Transportation Commission has completed its review of
candidate projects for FY 86 Hoadway Spot Improvements. For this upceowming vear,
an additional §17,000 has been proposed in the Clty'S CIP for these projects.

At this time, another $153,000 remaivs to complete Spor Improvements previously
authorized.

This year, individusl candidates have been put forward by the City,
Montgomery Coupnty, State Highway Administration and private citizens.

Thne Commission's philosophy 1s to give the highest priority possible teo
projects ewmphasizing safety, with voadway capacity and improvement of pedestrianp
mobility also considered important. On this basis, the following is Traffic and

Transportation Commission’s prioritized list of nominees for the upcoming fiscal

year:
Priority Project Approximate Cost
i Halpine Road at Rockville Pike -
extended EB left turn lane 57,500
2 Edmonston Drive {(Veirs Mill to

Balrimore Road.} Curb ramps 54,000
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3 Templeton Place, closure of median
west of Rockville Pike. {reimbursement
of this project is possible) 53,000
4 Spot Widening — "01d" Ritchie Parkway at
Brice Road 5§64, 500
5 Curb Ramps ~ unspecified locations (5 total) §2,500
& Sidewalk extension (for bus stop) -
Maryland Avenue south of Washington St. §1,500

The total cost of $23,000 for these projects exceeds the approximately
$17,000 available. Projects at the lower end of the list, that cannot be
accommodated in FY 86 should be deferred for consideration in futuve years.

On motion of Councilman Abrams, duly seconded and unanimously passed, the
priority for the FY 86 Roadway Spot Improvements was approved as recommended by
staff.

Re: Award of Contract: Refuse
Collection ~ City Buildings

Tavitations for Bid No. 5-86 was issued for the purpose of obtaining Refuse
ﬁqileﬁtian Services for City of Rockville locations and for Rockville Housing
Authority locations. Independent bids were requested for the City of Rockville
and the Housing Authority locations. Bids were opened at 11:00 a.m. on
Wednesday, June 18, 1985, and the following bids were received:

ity of Rockville Locations

Company Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 TOTAL

Waste Management of Greater
Washington, Temple Hille, ¥D $18,904.08 $20,795.84 522,874.80 $62,574.72

G8X Corporation (formerly
United Disposal, Gaithersburg $22,204.00 524 ,050.00 $26,494.00 $72,748.00

Seneca Valley Container
Corp, Dickerson, MD §22,947.60 $25,242.36 530,250.00 578,479.96

Diversified Refuse Servics
Laurel, MD 4§24 ,167.00 §25,714.00 27,586 .00 877,467 .00

Browning Ferris Industries
Capitol Heights, MD $24,113.18 $526,192.92 $28,416.92 §78,723.02
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The terms of evaluation and award allow for a contract for Year 1 alons or
Year 1 and a cowbination of option vears. Based on the sbove-referenced
informarion, it has been determined that it would be beneficial to the City to
make an award based on Year 1 with options for Year 2 and 3.

Waste Management of Greavter Washington has provided evidence of either owning
or contracts for a minisun of four full size vefuse vehicles, in good working
order required to satisfactorily provide the services. Staff has confirmed the
company ‘s references and its capacity and abllity to properly complete the work.

Rockville Housing Authovity Location

Company Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 TOTAL
Browning Ferris Industries 321,155.16 822,953.32 524,905,360 $69,013.83

C5% Corporation {(formerly

United Disposal) Gaithersburg $21,736.00 $§22,880.00 $24,024.00 568 ,640.00

Divergified Befuse Service,

Laurel, MD $31,720.00 $32,500.00 $33,280.00  $97,500,00

Senecs Valley Containex

Corp, Dickerson, MD $29,120.00 $33,540.00 $36,920.00  $99,580.00

Waste Management of Greater

Washington $30,064.32 $33,070.96 $36,378.16  8Y9,513.44

Based on the above-referenced information, it bhas been determiped that it
would be beneficial to the City to make award based on Year | with opticus for
Year 2 and 3.

GSYX Corporation has been providing satisfactory refuse service to the City
for the last three yaars.

Staff recommends that award be made to Waste Management of Greater

Washington for the City of Rockville locations for Year 1 with options for Year 2

and 3 for the total value of $62,5374.72. 1t is also recommend that award be

made to GSX Corporation for the Rockville Housing Authority locations for Yeay 1

with options for Year 2 and 5 for the total value of $68,640.00.
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The City shall exercise the options for Year 2 and 3 upon the review by the
Contract Cfficer and the Director of Recreation and Pavks as to the continued

¥

satisfactory performance of the Contractor and the price as still falr und
reasonable.

On motion of Councilman Tyner, duly seconded and unanimously passed, Bid

Ho. 586 for refuse collection services for Cilty of Rockville locations was
awarded to Waste Manasgement of Greatey Vashington for Year 1 with options for
Year 2 and 3 in the total smount of $63,574.72 and for refuse for the Rockvilie
Housing Authority location was awarded teo GSX Corporation for Year 1 with
options for Year 2 and 3 for the total value of $68,640.00.
Be: Approval of Minutes
On motion of Councilman Typner, duly seconded and unanimously passed, the
Minutes of Mecting No. 2785, May 14, 1985, were approved as written.
On motion of Councilman Hartogensis, duly seconded and unanimously passed,
the Minutes of Meeting No. 33-85, June 3, 1985, were approved as corrected.
Re: Correspondence

1. Rockville Day Care Associavion, re loss of guarters
Councilman Hartogensis expressed hils concern about the serious problem
that exists when there i no day care available. He thipks that sgpace
could be found since there are willing people to staff the center. He
hoped that the Clty can help remedy this problem.

2. Barry Scher, Ciant, re meeting re Treatment Center (scheduled for 6/26)
Councilman Abrams said a4 response should be sent back to Mr. Scher
indicating that the Treatment Lenter’s reguest was considered during
the budget process but was rejected. Mayor Hovseplan noted that she
has a meeting set up with Mr. Scher and XMr. Paviin on Wednesday.
Councilman Abrams still felt that they should be informed by letter.

3. Letters re Community Day at Lincoln Park and street people
Mayor Hovsepian asked the status of the Lincoln Park Street People
situation. Mr. Blick said that no one has been housed at the Center

since March 18 and that the City is not advocaring putting in a soup
kitchen. 1t has been suggested but it would create a conflict and a

problem in how the City would offer such a program.
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4o Patvicis Kauffman, re Monroe Btreet Park
5. Delegate Forehand, re bill submission

Counciliman Tyner suggested that the delegation work with the staff on
the Bill for the ¥F. Spott Fitzgerald Theatre. He suggested that once
the package is done and work has started then think about a tour of the
facilivies. Counciliman Hartopensis asked that the City resubmit the
811l to recsive ivs falvr share of hotel taxes.

f. Richard Terselic, re bubcap legislation
7. BRobert E. Shoenberg, Board of BEducation, re Area ¢ Task Force

Councilman Abrams said he will raise this issue under New Business. It
is his feeling that before an article is put in the Newsletter that

the Mayor and Council have a formal ovr informal meeting with

Mr. Sheoenburg since it is not clear what he is referring to. Mayor
Hovsepian said it is her understanding that the Mayor and Council

would get together with the School Board after the Cliry reviewed the
Area 2 rveport. HNow the Uity has a deadline that does nmot £it the
City’s schedule and she sald she does not like this. 5She is not sure
if ghe understands the facilities process or scheduling and would like
to discuss it. Councilman Abrams suggested that the Mayor and

Council respond back and set up 3 meeting with the School Board to see
if the two bodies arrive at the same understanding. The Council agreed
that a letter should be sent. HMavor Hovseplan asked that the Task
Foree look at the report and review 1t.

£, Drvr. Carricato, re Public/Private Partnership

Mayor Hovsepian asked if this had been settled. HMr. Blick said 1if it
has not than it is in the "mill.”

Y. Marie Desmond, enclosing Task Group letter re Holladay/Tyler
Re: Informatrion ltenms
1. Arricle ou Retuvenation of Rockville Mall
2. Copy of letter from MHCPPC re local plamning for schools
3. Letter for MOPS to GM re grant
4. Memo ve Fletcher Place Parking Problems
Councilman Abrams said a good job was done on the memo. He asked that
the information be sent to the neighborhood on what the findings were
and a reminder that the six moonth review is coming up. He asked if it has
been scheduled. Mr. Blick said the process has been started.

5. Memo re tree lights ~ Upurthouse Square Park

4, Memp re curbs on Veirs Mill Road
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7. Response from Leapue of Women Voiers
&, Memo from City Attorney ve Appeal of Text Avendment T-65-84
9., Memo re Bid No. 27-83
10. Mewmo ve gpecial apreement between Montgomery Uounty & Tribune United
il. Memo re Rockville Day Care Association
Mayor Hovseplan expresssd hope that space will be found.

12, Memo re Ritchie Parkway Bovirommental Report - "Finding of No
Significant Impact”

13. Letter from Zounty DOT re possibility of termination of Ride On service
in certaln arsas

Councilman Hartogensis sald if no one uses the svsiem then it cannot be
sustalined. He said he does not know of 2 solution except to get more
information from the riders and citizens. Councilman Duncan suggested
increasing publicity about Ride On.
14, Memo from Police re Sharp family
Re: HNew Business
1. Councilman Abrams noted that there are changes Iin the Avrea ¢ study that
affect the boundaries of Rockville'’s slementary schools and there is a shift in
the junior and senior high school patterns. He said {t has been the position of
the Mavor and Council to support "ne boundary changes” in Rockville. The report
suggests that the City has some other perception. He asked that the City
respond to this by reiterating to the School Board the City's policy of "no
boundary changes.” He asked that this be sent in letter form with the Mayor's
signature. 1t is his wish to maintaip a dialogue through the City's Education
Commission and the affected PTBAs. Councilman Duncan asked when the Mayor and
Council will respond with a preliminary response. Mr. Blick sald the next
meeting of the Education Commission is not scheduled before the July 17th dead-

line. Btaff will have to get in touch with the Chailrman in order to set up &

meeting. Councilman Duncan asked that a special meeting be set uwp. Councilman

Tyner said Councilman Abrams’ point is well taken. The City should take a fair
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look at what has been proposed. Mayor Hovseplan said she would like to see the
due date extended. Councilman Tyner said they won't extend it. Councilman
Abrams sald the City should be put on record as being firm in their position.
Councilman Duncan asked what was meant by the School Board's statement about the
"City's perception”? Councilman Duncan seconded Councilman Abrams’ motion that
s letter be sent to the School Board indicating that the City's policy is no
boundary changes because of the instability created in the £iry and that the
City will be sending additional comments by July 17. 7The City is willing to
meet with them so that everyone is on the same communicative wave length.
Councilman Abrams said this is a difficult situvation with a difficult due date.
Councilman Tyner suggested that the Mayor's letter should ask them “"flat our”
what is meant by the statement "Rockville's perception”. Mayor Hovsepian asked
Mr. Hobbs his feeling from the recent meeting he had with the School Board. Mr.
Hobbs explained that it was his understanding that the fSchool Board would be
sending out two position papers, one would he the Facility's Plan and the otherx
one being the Avea 2 Study with the Area 2 study coming out first. He briefly
explained the two. Mr. Hobbs said he would 1ike to get with Dr. Sheklevski to
clarify these issues. Councilman Duncan said it iooks like the wromg report
came out first. Councilman Abrams said he would like to see included in the
letter that he can understand the citizens' confusion because the Mayor and
Council do not fully understand the facilities process currently being conducted
by the School Board. If there is some ambiguity go back and redraw procveduvres
since they are dealing with a highly emotional issue. Mayor Hovsepian sald this
Mayor and Council cannot make the School Board's decision but the point that
Councilman Abrams made about understanding the process is important. Councilman
Abrams said he would like to see the letter before it is sent out. Councilman
Duncan asked that the Education Commission conduct a special meeting in order to

prepare comments for the Mayor and Council to submit to the School Board.
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2. Councilman Hartogensis sald at the recent Maryland Municipal League
Convention a workshop was held on running effective weetings. He has passed on
the information he received to the rest of the Council and asked 1f staff could
veview the material and wmshke suggestions on how to make Hockville's nesting nove
more smoothly. He noted that the City of Bowle has & consent calendar and that
many routine matters could be disposed of.

Re: Executlve Session

On motion of Councilman Hartogensis, duly seconded and unanimously passed,
the meetring was closed for executiwve session in order to confer with legal
counsel, discuss property negotiation and personnel.

Re: Adjsurnment

There being no further business to come before the Maver and Council in

executive session, the meeting was adjourned at 10:03 to convene again on

Monday, July 8, 1985, atr B8:00 p.m. or at the call of the Mavor.



